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DISSECTION,  &c. 


H  E  prefeot  tune  affording  much 


j|  converfation  relating  to  the  un¬ 
happy  affair  of  Mr.  Clarke’s  death,  as 
having  received  it  from  a  blow  which  he 
met  with  at  Brentford  the  8th  of  Decem¬ 
ber  laft  ;  and  as,  much  in  different  com¬ 
panies  hath  not  only,  by  various  orders  of 
men,  beenfpoken,  but  written,  concerning 
it;  the  pen  of  one  who  wifhes  peace  to 
all,  and  thatjuftice  may  be  done  to  their 
underftandings,  without  any  impeachment 
of  bias  or  party,  is  thus  led  to  offer  a  few 
thoughts  to  the  public,  which  he  hopes 
from  their  perufal  will  convince  that  he 
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is  not  actuated  to  write  or  fpeak  either  by 
influence  or  profit ;  and  left  any  one  may 
uncharitably  fuppofe  the  contrary,  he 
now  declares,  with  a  heart  devoid  of 
every  prejudice,  that  his  candour  is 
too  great  to  fuffer  him  to  impofe  fo 
much  upon  his  own  judgment  (more  or 
lefs)  as  not  to  fpeak  flncercly  for  fo  grand 
a  purpofe  as  univerfal  fatisfaction. 

The  conviction  of  Balfe  and  Mac- 
Quirk,  however  juft  and  right,  was  the 
objeCt  of  great  confternation  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  in  power,  and  to  thofe  who  were  the 
primary  caufeofthe  confufion  of  that  day 
on  which  Mr.  Clarke  received  the  blow  ; 
who,  fhocked  at  the  confequence,  no 
doubt  were  indefatigable  in  their  efforts  to 
preferve  the  immediate  inftruments  of  their 
guilt,  which  inftruments  certainly  muft 
have  buffered  long  ago,  had  they  not  pre¬ 
vailed  in  their  meafufes  ;  and  though  hu¬ 
manity  would  not  fhirft  after  the  lives  of 
two  fuch  experienced  Wretches,  yet  does 
every  thinking  man  wifh  not  to  facrifice 
his  fenfes  in  a  cafe  much  lefs  doubtful  than 
has  induftrioufly  been  laid  before  one  of 
the  heft  princes  that  ever  graced  the  Britifh 
throne. 

The  pardon  of  thefe  culprits  being  in 
confequence  of  the  report  of  the  examin¬ 
ing  furgeons,  it  was  very  proper  that  Mr 
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Foot  (hould  appeal  to  the  public  at  large 
in  the  manner  he  did,  for  had  he  remained 
filent,  it  mu  ft  have  been  concluded,  that 
the  pardon  was  founded  upon  proper  prin¬ 
ciples  ;  but  from  a  review  of  Mr.  Foot’s 
conduct  (excluding  all  the  advantage 
which  was  taken  of  him  by  thofe  who 
promifed  Judaically  that  no  ufe  fhould  be 
made  of  the  manufcript  heftgned)  it  plainly 
appears  that  doubts  were  toftered  wberecer- 
tainty  moft  prevailed;  and  nptwithftanding 
whatMr.  Dale  Ingram  hath  endeavoured  to 
fay  againft  it,  it  is  believed  that  his  thefts 
in  many  parts  of  his  late  pamphlet  will  in 
this,  meet  with  fome  refutation,  which 
will  not  fo  much  difhonourhis  pen,  as  it 
will  fhew  how  far  he  hath  been  ftimulated, 
as  a  man  of  reputation ,  to  pacify  the  world, 
and  tune  their  difquiet  minds,  refpedting 
the  errors  of  Mr.  Foot. 

vV  <f> 

Had  Mr.  Ingram  thought  more  of  mak¬ 
ing  Bofem  and  Mag?iejia  ajt  Epfom  than 
writing  his  famous  Blow  he  would  have 
been  efteemed  for  his  filence,  for  though 
he  may  be  a  man  of  ingenuity,  his  late  at¬ 
tempt  has  rather  tended  to  perplex  than 
elucidate  any  one  point  or  circumftance  of 
Mr  Foot,  as  will  prefently  appear. 

Mr.  Ingram  may  expect  to  be  treated 
like  a  gentleman,  as  is  intended  herein,  but 
he  muft  not  arrogate  to  himfelf  fo  great  a 
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fuperiority  of  abilities  as  he  hath,  without 
hearing,  with  due  patience  and  temper,  an 
anfwer  ;  for  it  is  not  intended  in  this  pa¬ 
per  that  perfons  fhould  be  fo  much  confi- 
dered  as  caufes,  which  feems  hitherto, 
to  have  had  the  leaf!  effedr  5  how  wretched 
therefore  may  we  fay  is  our  fituation, 
while  we  find  perfons  exifting  in  the  le- 
giflature  of  this  kingdom,  who  are  able 
to  fubvert  caufes  and  laws  r  But  digreffion 
afide,  it  is  only  allied  whether  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  favour  of  thefe  culprits  are  not 
an  abfolute  breach  of  that  law  which 
ought  ko  be  held  facred  when  the  temporal 
one  is  violated,  that  is,  by  not  taking  the 
blood  of  him  who  fheddeth  the  blood  of 
another. 

There  is  great  reafon  to  fufpedt  that 
Mr.  Ingram’s  intention  was  profit  and  fil¬ 
tered  in  the  planning  his  Blow ,  which  in 
the  trueft  fenfe  is  a  hurtful  one  for  his  re¬ 
pute,  and  not  that  of  obviating  fadts, 
though  to  palliate  his  chief  defign  he 
luckily  in  this  cafe  has  had  a  fhadow  of 
fuccefs,  becaufe  he  has  afiumed  the 
flrongeft  fide  of  fadtion,  and  had  he 
deigned  to  have  arranged  his  own  ideas, 
without  intending  to  impeach  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Foot,  he  might  have 
weighed  much  more  in  the  opinion  of  fome 
of  his  own  welFwifhers  than  he  has ;  for 
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it  is  conjectured  that  the  world  Is  not  ig¬ 
norant  of  the  multifarious  adventures  of 
Mr.  Ingram  as  a  man  who  is  fond  of  va¬ 
riety,  and  therefore  inter  alia  his  laft  is 
thought  worthy  a  place,  and  however  ad¬ 
vantageous  he  has  made  it  is  entirely  to 
himfelf. 

Mr.  Ingram  fpeaks  of  reputation,  from 
which  he  muit  mean,  in  his  profeflion, 
if  fo,  he  need  fear  little  of  its  being  hurt¬ 
ful  to  him  by  any  thing  referred  to  in  his 
pamphlet,  fmce  it  is  imagined,  that  a  man 
cannot  be  very  eminent,  who  is  from 
home  a  confiderable  time  together,  leaving 
no  fervant  in  his  houfe,  but,  by  a  written 
paper  on  his  door,  refers  all  perfons  to  leave 
their  bufinefs  with  his  neighbour;  this 
certainly  does  not  fhew  him  to  be  a  man 
of  great  bufinefs,  though  it  makes  him 
more  capable  of  doing  that  which  cannot 
hurt  a  fhallow  repute. 

Mr.  Ingram  has  lefs  to  fear  becaufe  the 
miniftry  and  the  Examiners  are  with  him ; 
Mr.  Foot  is  not  Mr.  Ingram,  he  is  only  a 
furgeon  of  regular  education,  and  approv¬ 
ed  abilities;  he  was  called  upon  to  look 
upon  Mr.  Clarke;  Mr.  Foot  fpoke  ac¬ 
cording  to  judgment  and  appearances,  and 
to  be  fure,  had  he  given  it  as  his  opinion 
that  Clarke’s  wound  arofe  from  a  fever, 
or  from  a  fcratch  of  the  pin  with  which 
U  ‘  *  he 
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he  fattened  on  his  night  cap,  he  might 
have  prevented  Mr.  Ingram’s  Blow ,  but 
as  the  affair  required  him  to  be  ferious, 
and  as  he  could  not  expedt  or  forefee  how 
far  government  would  have  their  own 
way,  whether  right  or  wrong*  nor  that 
any  fcheme  of  Mr.  Ingram’s  would  have 
produced  his  laft  elfay,  he  adled  upon 
principles  of  juftice,  in  which  he  a  lories* 
and  which,  with  all  good  men,  wih  ever 
fupport  him,  notwithftanding  all  weak 
efforts  to  crufh  his  credit. 

Mr.  Ingram  and  his  Blow  confidered, 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other  can  be 
wondered  at,  fince  there  is  an  infeparable 
femblance  between  them  both;  the  one 
is  ingenuous,  and  the  other  the  fame,  and 
like  all  other  fickle  adventures  will  they 
meet  with  the  fame  fate,  and  die  unno¬ 
ticed. 

To  make  this  pamphlet  evincing,  fafts 
mull  fpeak  clearly ;  to  which  end,  reafon 
fuitable  to  the  plainefi  conception  digeft- 
ed  from  every  circumflance  for  and  a- 
gainft  the  prefent  important  cafe,  mull 
neceffarily  be  the  purfuit,  and  the  aflign- 
ments  ot  Mr.  Ingram’s  reafons,  his  fyllo- 
gifms,  and  his  inferences,  duly  weighed; 
the  fubftance  hereof  mull  avail  itfelf  by 
force  of  terms  undifguifed,  and  by  com¬ 
mon  fymptoms  and  fimilar  cafes,  which 
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will  not  altogether  be  entitled  to  the 
name  of  refutation  to  Mr.  Ingram’s  pa¬ 
per,  becaufe  no  real  matter  is  found 
therein,  the  whole  including  barely,  fome 
few  trite  obfervations,  together  with  infi- 
nuating  compliments  to  Mr.  Foot,  calcu¬ 
lated  the  more  it  is  prefumed,  to  cram 
upon  the  publick  a  work,  which  other- 
wife  might  have  fallen  lower  in  efteeni 
than  it  has. 

Mr.  Ingram  certainly  muft  have  a  very 
great  dependance  upon  himfelf  to  attempt 
a  work  of  the  kind,  particularly  after  he 
had  experienced  the  fenfe  of  many  learned 
men,  who  by  no  means  are  to  be  placed 
with  the  blood-thirfty,  or  unlkilful,  no 
more  than  they  merit  the  want  of  juftice; 
and  with  fome  deference  to  Mr.  Ingram, 
had  his  work  been  not  quite  fo  dictatorial, 
nor  talked  fo  much  of  good  name,  he 
might  have  been  revered  now  as  he  was 
betore,  however  much  that  was;  for  he 
fhould  confidef,  whenever  a  man  makes 
himfelf  public,  particularly  in  fo  flagrant 
an  affair  as  the  prefent,  he  immediately 
puts  himfelf  upon  the  country,  who  will 
exercife  an  undoubted  right  of  examining 
and  fearching  into  his  candour  in  gene¬ 
ral,  his  abilities  and  fituation  in  life  ; 
and  as  either  in  any  wife  clafli  with  the 
other,  he  will  be  thought  the  lefs  of, 
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therefore  Mr.  Ingram  fhould  have  con~ 
fidered  thus,  however  immaterial  it  may 
have  been  to  him,  or  the  point  in  view. 
For  tho’  it  matters  not  who  Mr.  Ingram  is, 
fo  that  his  doctrine  be  found,  yet  in  thefe 
times  of  faction,  the  people  are  apt  to  fuf- 
peCt  a  man  that  writes  againft  them ;  it  is 
faid  people ,  becaufe  power  and  government 
ever  are  divided  from  the  people,  when 
thofe  men  bear  fway  who  daily  opprefs 
them,  harrafs  the  truth,  and,  as  Thompfon 
fays,  “  lengthen  fimple  juftice  into  trade,” 
and  though  a  work  may  be  of  fome  merit, 
itill  when  we  have  reafon  to  believe  that 
it  is  not  wrote  meerly  to  pacify,  but  for 
private  views,  the  very  belief  is  enough 
to  contaminate  it. 

Perfonal  reflection  upon  Mr.  Ingram  is 
out  of  the  cafe,  he  is  a  man  of  merit,  or 
rather  has  been,  when  difcoveries  were 
inferior  to  the  prefent  times,  fo  far  he  is 
blamelefs,  but  the  errors  of  his  prefent 
ideas  have  convinced  us,  that  he  is  not  a 
man  of  that  confequence  which  he  him- 
felf  hath  arrogated. 

It  is  obferved  in  the  beginning  of  Mr. 
Ingram's  Blow,  that  a  letter  which  was 
published  in  the  Public  Ledger,  had  been 
the  caufe  of  a  ftorm  of  malice  againft  him ; 
it  is  introduced  as  a  matter  of  lamenta¬ 
tion,  which  amazes  the  public  the  more 
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becaufe  they  have  fome  reafon  to  fuppofe 
it  was  pen’d  by  himfelf,  particularly  as 
he  affumed  fo  much  confequence  at  St. 
Paul’s  Coffee  houfe,  as  to  acquaint  the 
mailer  of  it,  that  he  thought  Mr.  Foot’s 
account  of  the  death  abfurd,  which  will 
better  appear  by  inferring  the  follow¬ 
ing. 

“  The  late  enquiry  made  by  the  mafter, 
€C  wardens,  &c.  of  Surgeons,  whether  the 
<c  blow  Mr.  Clarke  received  at  Brentford 
“  was  the  caufe  of  his  death,  arofe  at 
“  firfl  by  accident,”  viz.  “  A  furgeon 
not  far  from  Temple  Bar,  who  has 
“  long  been  revered  for  his  great  abili- 
ties,  having  an  appointment  at  St. 
**  Paul’s  coffee  houfe,  accidentally  took  up 
“  the  Seffions  paper,  after  paufing  fome 
“  time  he  called  to  the  matter,  and  ob- 
“  ferved  to  him,  that  by  the  furgeon’s 
account  narrated  therein,  it  appeared 
“  abfurd  that  the  prifoners  had  killed 
“  Clarke,  Mr.  F — rm — r  a  furgeon 
“  coming  up,  he  was  told  the  fame,  next 
“  day  Counsellor  J — -s  of  the  temple,  on 
“  a  vifit  to  Mr.  Ingram,  furgeon,  the 
“  difcourfe  turned  on  this  fubjedt,  and 
“  the  improbability  of  the  convidts  being 
“  guilty,  which  by  anatomical  defcrip- 
“  tions  were  made  fo  evident  to  the 
Counfellor,  that  he  acquainted  fome  of 
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4€  the  judges  with  the  fentiments  of  Mr. 
ft  Ingram,  and  told  his  name,  with  this 
€c  the  E —  of  R — * — d  was  made  ao 
ic  quainted,  and  then  it  was  thought  ne- 
€C  ceffary  to  have  a  committee  of  furgeons 
“  on  the  fubjed  or  ctfufe  of  his  death.” 

Mr.  Ingram  (if  I  miftake  not)  is  a  pro¬ 
prietor  of  the  very  paper  in  which  it  is 
contained :  which  is  a  fufficient  reafon 
to  juftify  our  believing  that  Mr.  Ingram 
is  the  very  author  of  fo  pompous  an  ad- 
vertifement. 

Mr.  Ingram  fays,  “  to  crimes  of  murder 
no  Royal  favour  fhould  ever  be  extended.” 
He  is  right  in  this  as  he  is  in  faying, 
“  where  there  is  a  want  of  evidence,  in-* 
nocence  fhould  be  unfettered ”  ;  but  he  i3 
much  miftaken  in  making  that  a  parallel 
to  the  prefent  cafe.  Does  he  mean  to 
fhew,  that  the  culprits  in  this  cafe  are 
innocent,  or  that  there  was  a  defed  in 
evidence  :  he  could  have  faid  no  more 
had  they  been  in  another  country  at  the 
time  of  the  eledion.  If  there  was  error, 
malevolence,  or  falfe  fwearing  in  the  tryal, 
he  had  better  have  indided  the  witneffes 
for  perjury,  and  impeached  the  whole 
court.  The  duty  of  Mr.  Ingram  to  his 
king  and  country  could  not,  it  is  thought 
have  obliged  him  to  take  up  his  pen  upon 
fo  invalid  a  principle.  If  the  culprits  had 
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never  been  at  Brentford  in  their  lives ;  had 
never  been  knocking-down  indifcrimi- 
nately  every  body  they  met  with  there : 
had  no  weapons  of  death  been  feen  in 
their  hands :  had  they  never  been  feen  at 
Northampton  with  flicks  in  their  hands 
pierced  with  nails  at  the  ends,  fupporting 
the  caufe  of  a  minifterial  nobleman,  they 
certainly  would  have  been  innocent.  But 
while  it  is  known  notorioufly  that  the 
reverfe  is  unhappily  the  fadt,  what  can 
be  thought  of  a  gentleman  who  will  make 
fo  lame  a  defence  of  them. 

To  the  four  general  heads  or  eonfi- 
deration  of  wounds,  as  Mr.  Ingram  calls 
them,  it  is  ohferved,  firft,  he  ingenu- 
oufly  fays,  “  fome  wounds  are  of  them- 
*€  felves  mortal  f  ’  fecondly,  “  wounds  not 
“  mortal  become  fo  in  time  by  negledtf* 
thirdly,  <c  wounds  in  themfelves  appa- 
“  rently  mortal,  by  the  furgeon’s  fkill  are 
“  prevented,  and  life  faved.”  But  thefe 
conceffions  are  foreign  to  the  prefent  dis¬ 
pute,  and  only  introduced  to  raife  an  opi¬ 
nion  of  Mr.  Ingram's  abilities.  The  fourth 
conlideration  is  very  pertinent,  where  he 
fays,  u  contufions  on  the  head,  with  or 
tc  without  a  wound,  at  firft  mayproduce  no 
“  bad  fymptoms,  yet,  in  procefs  of  time, 
“  that  life  is  loft  by  negleft,  which  by  care 
“  might  have  been  faved.”  This  anfwers 
immediately  to  the  opinion  which  was  fo 
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artfully  drawn  from  Mr.  Foot  in  a  paper 
he  figned,  purporting,  that  if  early  care 
had  been  taken  of  Clarke,  probably  he 
might  have  been  faved,  as  eontufions  in 
the  head,  though  not  mortal  in  them- 
felves,  become  fo  by  neglect.  This  confi- 
dered,  it  will  be  found  not  to  weaken  in 
the  leaft  Mr.  Foot’s  opinion,  that  Clarke 
died  from  the  blow  :  nor  does  it  exculpate 
the  perpetrator  of  that  horrid  adt  of  vio¬ 
lence  to  the  innocent  Clarke. 

If  a  ruffian  was  to  divide  the  artery  of 
Mr.  Ingram’s  arm,  and  he  bled  to  death, 
it  would  be  no  lefs  a  murder,  becaufe, 
had  proper  affiftance  been  at  hand,  he 
might  probably  have  been  faved. 

Mr.  Ingram  introduces  the  account  he 
had  of  Mrs.  Talbot  (Clarke’s  aunt)  and 
fome  other  perfon  with  her,  that  the  ex¬ 
ternal  wound  was  like  the  fcratch  of  a 
pin.  We  are  not  obliged  to  take  this  evi¬ 
dence  upon  Mr.  Ingram’s  word  :  but  fup- 
pofe  it  was  fo  (however  improbable  from 
the  depofition  of  the  two  Beales,  who 
upon  oath  fay  they  found  him  all  of  a  gore 
blood)  it  would  be  profeffing  great  igno¬ 
rance,  as  a  furgeon,  to  prefume  that  Clarke 
did  not  die  of  the  blow,  becaufe  the  ex¬ 
ternal  wound  was  fmall. 

Mr.  Ingram  forgets  that,  in  his  fourth 
confideration,  he  fays,  “  eontufions  of 
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“  the  head,  without  an  appearance  of 
“  external  violence,  or  any  immediate 
“  bad  fymptoms,  in  procefs  of  time, 
“  prove  mortal.”  And  farther,  Mr.  In¬ 
gram  allows  that  “  Mrs.  Talbot’s  friends 

recommended  a  furgeon  before  any 
“  fymptoms  of  preflure  came  on.”  For 
what  was  this  ?  To  take  care  of  a  wound 
no  more  than  the  fcratch  of  a  pin  ! 

Mr.  Ingram  tells  us  “  Clarke  went  on 
“  Friday,  the  day  after  receiving  the 
“  blow,  to  his  mailer’s.”  Allowed.  He 
flayed  but  little  time,  complained  much 
of  his  head,  as  appears  from  feveral  wit- 
nelfes  upon  oath:  he  went  again  on  Satur¬ 
day,  was  unable  to  do  bufinefs,  and  on 
Sunday  was  confined  to  his  bed,  his  fe¬ 
brile  fymptoms  increafed,  a  vomiting 
came  on  Sunday  noon,  and  returned  in 
the  evening,  with  all  the  indications  of  an 
oppreifed  brain. 

Mr.  Ingram’s  attempt  to  perfuade  the 
public  that  this  fever,  rigor,  &c.  were 
brought  on  from  excefiive  drinking,  and 
irregularity  at  and  about  Brentford  on  the 
Thurfday,  is  an  extraordinary  fuppofi- 
tion,  when  we  confider  it  was  almoft 
three  days  from  the  election  before  thefe 
violent  fymptoms  appeared,  too  lorfc  for 
the  effects  of  a  large  quantity  of  liquor 
not  to  be  perceived  ! 
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It  is  thought  Mr.  Ingram  makes  very 
free  with  the  witneffes  upon  the  trial, 
who  feverally  depofe  he  was  a  very  fober 
young  man,  and  drank  very  little  that 
day;  the  quantity  is  by  them  particularly 
mentioned.  If  it  is  proved  he  drank  a 
large  quantity,  thefe  witneffes  are  per¬ 
jured. 

Mr.  Ingram  might  have  avoided  giving 
this  offence,  and  with  as  much  truth  have 
feconded  the  affertion  of  the  modeft  coun¬ 
ter  Appellant ,  who  fays,  f€  a  particular 
“  bad  fever  was  very  rife  at  that  quarter 
“  of  the  town  in  which  Clarke  lived, 
cc  and  of  which  many  died,  and  fuppofes 
“  Clarke  one  of  the  number,”  the  author 
of  which  deferves  no  further  notice. 

Mr.  Ingram  prefumes  that  the  vomiting 
which  feized  Clarke  on  Sunday  noon  was 
caufed  by  his  eating  a  ftale  egg  on  Satur¬ 
day  for  fupper,  for  he  fays,  “  Clarke  was 
“  fond  of  eggs,  and  often  eat  them.” 
The  lefs  probably  was  he  to  be  impofed 
upon  by  a  bad  one:  and  if  the  egg  had 
difagreed  with  his  ftomach,  it  would  have 
fhewn  its  effects  before  Sunday  noon.  But, 
to  put  this  out  of  difpute,  Mr.  Ingram 
himfelf  fays,  “  the  vomiting  returned  on 
Sunday  evening.”  The  egg,  we  may  fup- 
pofe,  had  been  brought  from  his  ftomach 
before  this.  Whence  then  this  fecond 

caufe 
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caufe  of  vomiting?  It  may  be  anfwered, 
with  truth,  from  the  preflure  upon  the 
brain,  by  its  inflamed  and  confequeiltly 
thickened  membranes. 

Of  this  internal  injury  Mr.  Starling, 
apothecary,  who  was  called  in  on  Mon¬ 
day,  feems  to  have  had  a  juft  app rehen- 
lion  :  and  Mr.  Ingram  informs  us,  Mr. 
Starling  repeatedly  urged  the  calling-in  of 
a  furgeon.  Had  he  received  the  idea  of 
Clarke’s  illnefs  which  Mr.  Ingram  fup~ 

pofes  he  did, - chirurgical  afliftance 

would  have  been  unneceflary,  and,  doubt¬ 
ing  his  own  abilities,  he  would  have  defired 
the  advice  of  a  phyfician.  At  firft  Clarke 
and  his  aunt  were  againft  having  a  furgeon, 
but,  in  Mr.  Ingram’s  own  words,  Mr.  Star¬ 
ling  prefling  the  neceflity,  Mr.  Brom- 
field  was  called  in  on  T uefday .  He  ordered 
a  glyfter,  and  an  oily  opening  mixture, 
but  did  not  examine  the  wound,  becaufe 
the  hair  was  matted  with  the  balfam,  &c» 

In  the  afternoon  of  the  fame  day  Mr* 
Bromfield  fent  his  fon  to  inform  them 
that  his  head  muft  be  fliaved,  that  he 
might  examine  the  wound.  Why  (have 
his  head  if  the  external  wound  was  no 
more  that  the  fcratch  of  a  pin,  nor  any 
injury  apprehended  within  the  fkuli?  His 
head  was  not  fliaved,  as  prefuming  it  was 
too  late  for  afliftance,  (he  having  all  the  ap¬ 
pearance 
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pearancc  of  a  man  that  had  but  a  few 
hours  to  live)  they  thought  it  imprudent 
therefore  togivehim  this  unneceffary  trouble. 
And  accordingly  we  find  he  died  the  next 
morning  about  two  or  three  o’clock. 

Mr.  Foot  was  called  in  by  the  Coro¬ 
ner’s  Jury  on  Thurfday  the  15th  of  De¬ 
cember  to  examine  the  dead  body  of 
Clarke.  He  enquired  for  the  furgeon  who 
attended  him  in  his  illnefs,  and  was  in¬ 
formed  that  Mr.  Bromfield  had  been  with 
him  the  day  before  his  death,  and  had 
been  entreated  to  be  prefent  at  the  exa¬ 
mination,  but  had  refufed  coming  or 
fending  any  of  his  affiftants,  fuppofing  it 
would  be  an  Old  Bailey  bufinefs. 

Mr.  Foot,  after  having  enquired  of  the 
apothecary,  and  the  friends  of  Mr.  Clarke, 
what  were  the  attendant  fymptoms  and 
appearances  in  Clarke’s  illnefs,  with  the 
time,  place,  and  manner  he  received  the 
blow,  looking  upon  this,  as  every  perfon 
about  him  did,  to  be  the  caufe  of  his 
death,  he  proceeded  to  examine  the  body: 
which  his  enemies  muft  allow  he  did  as  a 
man  of  ingenuity,  and  as  a  furgeon.  He 
depofes,  that  he  found  upon  the  top  of 
the  head,  by  the  fagittal  future,  upon  the 
right  parietal  bone,  a  contufed  wound; 
that  the  fcalp  was  elevated  for  a  confi- 
derable  way  round  the  wound  and  the  peri¬ 
cranium 
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cranium  much  inflamed  and  feparated 
from  the  fkulh  he  examined  for  a  Mure,  or 
frafture,  but  found  neither ;  then  remov¬ 
ing  the  whole  of  the  fcalp,  examined 
the  os  occipitis,  in  compliance  to  an  old 
dodtrine,  (a  proof  of  his  great  carefulnefs) 
for  what  has  been  called  a  contra-fiffure 
or  fradture,  but  found  neither. 

Mr.  Foot  then  removed  the  bone,  and 
found  the  dura  mater  greatly  inflamed 
and  detached  from  the  bone  under  the 
part  where  the  blow  had  been  given.  Re¬ 
moving  this  membrane,  he  found  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  extravafated  coagulated  blood  upon 
the  brain>  from  the  ruptured  veffels  of  the 
pia  mater,  which  was  alfo  much  in- 
darned. 

If  the  depofitions  of  furgeons  in  fimilar 
cafes  were  to  be  examined,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  find  out  an  evidence  fo  clear  : 
it  fpeaks  the  anatomift.  Fie  particularizes 
appearances,  and  the  fituation  of  the  parts, 
in  a  manner  that  will  ever  do  him  credit 
as  a  furgeon. 

Before  we  confider  Mr.  Foot’s  evidence, 
as  this  examination  is  intended  for  the 
public  perufal,  it  cannot  be  amifs  to  give 
a  concife  defcription  of  the  parts  of  which 
it  is  neceflary  to  make  fuch  frequent  men¬ 
tion  •>  as  it  will  thereby  be  more  intelli- 

D  gible 


(  22  ) 

gible  to  thofe  who  are  not  converfant  in 
anatomy. 

The  pericranium  is  a  thin  membrane 
which  lies  under  the  fcalp  immediately 
upon  the  bones  of  the  ikull,  to  which  it 
is  clofely  connected  by  innumerable  blood- 
veflels,  which  pafs  into  the  fubftance 
of  the  bone. 

The  bones  of  the  head  are  made  of  two 
plates  external  and  internal,  between 
which  is  the  diploe  or  meditullium  : 
this  muft  have  been  obferved  by  the  molt 
inattentive ;  and  it  may  be  recollected  it 
has  a  fpongy  appearance  between  the  ex¬ 
ternal  and  internal  lamellae  of  the  bones. 

Upon  this  cellular  part  it  is  that  the 
veflels  of  the  pericranium  minutely  divide 
and  inofculate  or  join  the  veflels  of  the 
dura  mater. 

The  dura  mater  is  a  thick  ftrong  tin- 
elaftic  membrane,  lining  the  infide  of  the 
fkull,  and  is  firmly  connected  to  it  by 
numberlels  veflels  which  pafs  into  the 
bone,  and,  as  before  obferved,  unite 
there  with  thofe  of  the  pericranium,  fo 
that  there  is  a  circulation  between  the 
two  membranes. 

The  pia  mater  is  a  very  thin  membrane 
lying  under  the  dura  mater,  unconnected 
to  it  except  at  the  finufles.  It  immediately 
furrounds  the  brain,  and  is  made  chiefly 

of 
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veffels  which  divide  extremely  minute 
upon  it  before  they  enter  the  brain,  to 
which  it  clofely  adheres.  And  the  brain* 
with  the  meninges  or  coverings,  i.  e.  the 
pia  and  dura  mater,  completely  fill  the 
fkuJl,  fo  that  there  is  no  vacuum  between 
the  bones  and  the  contained  parts.  The 
connedtion  therefore  with  each  other  will 
readily  account  for  the  mifchief  that  mult 
confequently  arife  from  external  violence 
on  any  of  them. 

It  may  be  concluded  from  the  appear¬ 
ance  which  Mr.  Foot  found  in  the  cafe  of 
the  deceafed  Clarke,  that  the  blow  was 
of  fuflicient  force  to  bring  his  head  to  the 
ground,  from  his  hair  being  full  of 
land.  There  was  no  fiflure  or  fradture, 
and  probably  no  immediate  extravafation, 
as  the  fymptoms  of  preffure,  we  find, 
came  on  gradatim ,  and  were  the  confe- 
quence  of  inflammation  upon  the  mem¬ 
branes  of  the  brain  by  the  blow.  The 
veffels  which  pafs  from  the  pericranium 
through  the  Ikull  to  the  dura  mater  were 
fo  much  injured  as  to  throw  them  into  a 
ftate  of  inflammation.  This  muff  impede 
the  circulation,  and,  by  encreaflng,  caufe 
an  intire  ceffation;  and,  of  courfe,  the 
dura  mater,  fo  far  as  the  ceffation  takes 
place,  mu  ft  loofe  its  hold  to  the  Ikull  in- 
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ternally,  and  continue  advancing  to  a  date 
of  fuppuration. 

The  pericranium  muft  unavoidably  be 
detached  externally,  and  will  always 
ferve  as  a  prognoftic  of  the  feparation  of 
the  dura  mater. 

In  all  inflammations  tending  to  fuppu¬ 
ration  there  will  be  a  fever,  according  to 
its  degree,  and  the  parts  concerned. 

In  inflammations  of  the  dura  mater  the 
febrile  fymptoms  will  be  great,  attended 
with  thofe  of  an  opprefled  brain. 

After  a  mortal  blow  upon  the  head  it  is 
not  always  poflible  to  afcertain  the  time 
from  which  the  firfl:  appearances  of  in¬ 
jury  may  begin.  There  is  the  bed  au¬ 
thority  for  faying,  it  may  be  full  ten  days 
before  the  patient  has  any  confiderable 
complaints.  * 

It  is  quite  otherwife  where  the  vio¬ 
lence  of  the  blow  ruptures  the  veflels ; 
they  then  ihed  their  contents,  and  give 
immediate  fymptoms  of  preflu  re,  which 
may  occur  with  or  without  a  fradture. 

Upon  examining  the  heads  of  people 
who  have  died  from  inflammation  upon 
the  membranes  of  the  brain  from  outward 
violence,  it  is  often  found,  as  in  the  cafe 
of  Clarke,  that  the  pericranium  is  fepa- 
rated  immediately  from  the  part  where 
the  dura  mater  is  detached ;  and,  accord- 
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mg  to  the  time  the  patient  has  lived,  we 
fhall  find  the  fuppuration  advanced. 

If  the  patient  furvives  but  little  time 
(as  Clarke  did)  after  the  inflammation 
is  advanced,  there  will  only  be  difco- 
verable  upon  the  dura  mater  a  degree 
of  inflammation  with  perhaps  a  fmail 
quantity  of  glary  fluid. 

It  is  generally  found,  as  Mr.  Foot  has 
obferved,  that  the  pia  mater  is  inflamed 
in  fuch  cafe ;  which  may  proceed  from 
the  obftrudtion  of  the  furrounding  parts. 

If  this  be  confiderable,  it  may  be  rea¬ 
dily  conceived  that  the  vefiels  of  this 
very  tender  membrane  will  be  ruptured: 
whence  an  extravafationmufthappen,  which 
will  accelerate  the  death  of  the  patient. 

There  is  no  getting  a  foreknowledge 
when  this  will  occur,  as  it  depends  upon 
the  impetus  of  the  circulating  fluids  over¬ 
coming  the  refiflance  of  the  vefiels. 

In  the  cafe  of  Clarke  it  might  happen 
fome  time  before  his  death,  or  in 
his  laft  agonies,  as  Mr.  Ingram  ©bferves. 
This  is  immaterial.  The  caufe  was  evi¬ 
dent,  and  had  it  never  happened,  Clarke 
would  have  died  from  a  fuppuration  of  the 
dura  mater,  which  was  altogether  una¬ 
voidable. 

Mr.  Ingram  allows  an  obligation  to 
Mr.  Foot  for  his  judicious  examina¬ 
tions 
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tions  of  Clarke’s  head;  but  fays,  it  would 
have  been  more  fo,  had  he  as  minutely 
examined  the  thorax  and  abdomen. 

If  Mr.  Foot  had  wanted  the  knowledge 
of  the  fituation  of  the  different  vifcera;  or 
had  he  longed  for  a  diffedtion  of  a  muf- 
cle  in  any  part  of  Clarke’s  body,  there  is 
no  doubt  he  might  have  made  an  excufe 
for  fuch  a  refearch,  but  it  would  have 
been  highly  imprudent  before  a  coroner’s 
jury. 

Mr.  Foot  had  not  a  doubt  of  the  caufe 
of  Clarke’s  death,  as  we  find  from  his 
opinion,  founded  upon  the  examination 
of  the  body. 

Mr*  Ingram  advances,  that  cenfure 
ought  not  to  be  caft  on  Mr.  Foot,  if  we 
diffent  from  his  opinion,  fince,  in  the 
prognoftics  of  diftempers,  the  ableft  phy¬ 
sicians  have  lometimes  been  miftaken. 
This  was  not  a  prognoftic  in  a  diflemper, 
but  an  opinion  founded  upon  demonllra- 
ble  facts. 

If  we  advert,  fays  Ingram,  to  matters 
in  the  law,  even  there  we  fhall  find  that 
decrees  of  the  ableft  chancellor  have  been 
juftly  reverfed.  Law  and  furgery  are  very 
different:  The  errors  of  the  one  being  at¬ 
tributed  to  the  inaccuracy  of  times,  un¬ 
certainty  of  defcents,  and  a  variety  of  in¬ 
cidental 
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cldcntal  accidents,  (which  is  a  field  for 
precifion  and  foreknowledge,  particularly 
as  to  real  fadts,  which  can  fometimes  only 
be  afcertained  by  the  perfpicuity  of  a 
judge,  where  oaths  clafh)  :  The  other 
is  an  objedt  before  your  face,  and,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  meaneft  rules  of  anatomy, 
caufes  abfolute  in  themfelves  are  com¬ 
monly  foon  difcovered. 

Mr.  Ingram  fays,  “  Now  let  us  proceed 
to  probe,  with  all  poffible  tendernefs,  the 
caufe  of  Clarke’s  death.”  “  If,  fays  he,  the 
blow  was  the  caufe  of  the  feveral  appear¬ 
ances  defcribed  by  Mr.  Foot,  we  may 
apprehend  the  caufe  was  a  fmall  concuf- 
fion.” 

Mr.  Ingram  may  apprehend  as  he 
pleafes.  It  is  prefumed  the  generality  of 
mankind  will  foon  comprehend  the  mo¬ 
tives  of  this  apprehenfion  from  Mr.  Foot’s 
evidence.  It  is  believed  there  was  not 
any  immediate  extravafation  or  concuflion. 
But  of  this  we  have  fpoken  already, 

Mr.  Ingram,  refuming  that  part  of  Mr. 
Foot’s  evidence  where  he  fays  he  found 
the  hair  full  of  fand,  farcaftically  fays, 
“  He  cannot  apprehend  this  fand  was  the 
“  caufe  of  his  death.”  This  is  another 
ingenious  apprehenfion  from  Mr.  Ingram, 
who  mu  ft  know  that  Mr.  Foot  was  par¬ 
ticular 
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ticular  in  this  as  a  corroborating  cifcurri* 
fiance  that  the  man  fell  at  the  time  he  re¬ 
ceived  the  blow. 

Mr.  Ingram  proceeds  induflrioufly  to 
draw  us  into  a  doubt  of  the  propriety  of 
fand  remaining  in  Clarke’s  hair  to  his 
death,  by  enumerating  the  cleanlinefs  of 
the  aunt,  the  care  of  his  friends  in 
wafhing  his  head,  &c.  but  forgets  he  has 
before  told  us  the  reafon  Mr.  Bromfield 
did  not  examine  the  wound  was,  becaufe 
the  hair  was  matted  with  the  balfams 
&c.  that  had  been  applied,  under  which 
it  is  prefumed  the  fand  was  concealed. 

Mr.  Ingram,  in  anfwer  to  Mr.  Foot’s 
affirmation  that  the  pericranium  was 
much  inflamed,  fays,  “  Slight  wounds 
“  when  negledted  or  waffied  with  fpirits 
“  certainly  become  inflamed.”  But  Mr. 
Ingram  does  not  remember  to  follow  Mr. 
Foot  in  this  part  of  his  evidence  where  he 
fays,  the  pericranium  was  alfo  detached 
from  the  fkull  as  was  the  dura  mater  in¬ 
ternally,  which  was  very  much  inflamed, 
and  a  quantity  of  coagulated  blood  under 
it. 

It  may  be  neceffary  to  remark  that  Mr. 
Foot  found  the  extravalated  blood  in  a 
coagulated  ftate,  as  a  time-ferving  gentle¬ 
man  of  Lincoln’s  inn  with  the  ailiftance 

of 


(  29  ) 

f 

of  Mr.  R - one  of  the  examining  fur- 

geons,  has  endeavoured  to  prove  in  a 
letter  figned  Cleomenes,  publifhed  in  the 
Public  Advertiler,  that  the  extravafation 
was  in  a  fluid  ftate,  and  that  it  might  hap¬ 
pen  from  Mr.  Foot’s  wounding  the  v  ef¬ 
fete  in  flawing  the  head.  Strange  afiei*- 
tion  !  But  if  this  had  been  the  cafe,  it 
could  have  no  weight  when  we  confider 
the  part,  where  the  extravafation  was  found. 

Mr.  Ingram  fuppofes,  that  by  a  blow 
the  dura  mater  was  detached  from  the  in- 
fide  of  the  bones.  “  Wemight  lately,”  con¬ 
tinues  he,  fay  its  veflels  mull;  be  broken. 

In  this  cafe  where  would  the  extravafa- 
“  tion  be  found  ?  Why  truly  not  under 
<c  the  dura  mater,  but  between  it  and 
**  the  bones,  but  for  the  extravafation  to 
“  be  under  the  dura  mater,  and  not  above 
(t  is  feared  to  be  a  miitake.  See”  In¬ 
gram’s  Practical  Cafes,  on  wounds, 
“  fractures,  &c.  on  the  head.”  We  may 
treat  Mr.  Ingram’s  cafes  as  Courts  of  law 
do  Nelfon  s  Lufwicbe. 

Before  we  have  this  obfervation  from 
Mr.  Ingram,  he  tells  us,  “  he  called  in 
a  little  anatomical  knowledge.” — Jt  is 
wonderful  he  did  not  difcover  that  the 
connecting  veflels  of  the  dura  mater  and 
pericranium  were  liable  to  diftradtion 
from  external  violence  without  being  rup- 
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tured ;  whence  the  diameters  of  thofe 

—  ^ 

veflels  muft  be  leflened  ;  an  obftrudlion  and 

and  gradual  inflammation  follow,  and  the 

membrane  be  conftantly  feparated  without 

anv  extravafation  on  the  dura  mater. 

* 

Had  Clarke  lived  fome  little  time 
longer,  there  is  no  doubt  matter  would 
have  formed  from  the  inflammation  ;  but 
he  lived  but  three  days  after  that  became 
conflderable. 

Mr.  Ingram,  before  he  concludes,  puts 
this  queftion ;  “  Might  not  his  death 
€t  arife  from  a  furfeit  producing  a  violent 
cc  inflammatory  fever,  this  from  travel- 
“  ling  without  food,  inftead  thereof, 
<c  drinking  wine,  porter,  rum,  brandy, 
*c  &c.  <cIhave  heard,5’  fays  he,  “  of  people 
over  walking  themfelves,  drinking  too 
6C  much,  and  dying  as  it  were  fudden- 

“  ly.” 

He  mud  have  heard  too  of  the  fudden 
death  of  young  Allen  who  was  a  fober 
young  man.  It  is  fufiiciently  proved 
Clarke  was  fuch.  Why  then  this  more 
than  cruel  blow  to  his  memory  from  Mr. 
Ingram  ? 

O  . 

Mr.  Ingram  is  entitled  to  praife  where 
he  favs,  he  leaves  fome  cf  his  remarks  to 

the 
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the  reader,  which  alleviates,  in  fome  mea- 
fure,  the  animadverfions  made  upon  the 
motives  for  taking  up  a  pen  in  fo  feeble  a 
caufe. 

Mr.  Ingram,  for  the  fake  of  grubbing 
up  the  luxurioufnefs  of  a  falfe  imagina¬ 
tion ,  and  manuring  the  promifing  medical 
plants9  has  feledted  and  annexed  to  his 
Blow ,  feveral  aphorifms  which  are  planted 
in  his  chirurgical  and  anatomical  ledtures, 
—Kindly  done  ! 

But,  though,  perhaps,  no  profeffors 
have  made  greater  difcoveries  and  im¬ 
provements  in  their  peculiar  ftudies 
than  thofe  of  anatomy  and  furgery 
of  the  prefent  century  have,  yet  it  muft 
appear  evident  to  all  who  have  confulted 
the  moft  eminent  modern  writers  on  thefe 
fubjedts,  that  Mr.  Ingramis  entirely  unac* 
quainted  with  them. 

I  jChall  make  fome  fhort  obfervations  on 
four  of  his  aphorifms,  as  the  fubjedt  here 
treated  of  is  of  a  very  public  nature,  and 
Mr.  Ingram,  with  feeming  tonfequence, 
and  under  a  pompous  title,  gives  them 
in  a  very  didlatorial  manner  :  For  was  this 
little  piece  deligned  only  for  Undents  in 
furgery  it  would  be  an  affront  to  attempt 
to  refute  them, 

E  z 
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APHORISM  J. 

I  • 

Mr.  Ingram  fays,  cc  the  pericranium 
tc  cannot  Joofe  its  attachments  to  the 
“  bone,  without  the  fkull  is  either  de- 
*e  prefled,  fradured  or  fiflured.” 

It  appears  by  this  aphorifm  not  conve¬ 
nient  for  Mr.  Ingram  to  recoiled  the  con- 
fequence  of  inflammation,  by  which  the 
conneding  medium  may  become  floughy 
and  the  pericranium  loofe  its  attachments 
when  there  is  neither  fiflure,  fradure,  or 
deprefiion.  The  pericranium  is  equally 
liable  to  difeafe  as  is  the  perioftium, 
which  is  frequently  found  feparated  where 
no  external  violence  has  been  offered  to 
the  bone  it  covered. 

APHORISM  II. 

“  The  dura  mater  is  never  feparated 
“  from  the  inflde  of  the  head  by  a  blow 
“  without  one  of  the  three  accidents 
“  above,  namely  fradure,  fiflure,  or  de- 
“  preflion.” 


APHO- 
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It  would  be  happy  for  mankind  was 
this  true  :  but  every  day's  pradtice  proves 
the  contrary. 

The  order  of  the  connecting  veffels  of 
the  dura  mater  may  be  difturbed  by  ex¬ 
ternal  violence,  and  their  office  deftroyed 
gradatim  by  inflammation  ;  from  whence 
may  arife  a  detachment  of  that  membrane 
when  there  is  neither  Affine,  fradture,  or 
depreffion. 

A  P  H  O  R  T  S  M  III. 

**  Whenever  the  dui  "ter  either  by 
**  depreffion.  Allure  or  fra^ure  lofes  its 
“  adheflons,  there  will  be  from  its  blood 

veflels  broken  an  extravafation  between 
ff  the  bone  and  it.'5 

We  have  already  endeavoured  to  convey 
the  opinions  of  undoubted  authority  that 
the  dura  mater  from  inflammation  may 
loofe  its  attachment  without  an  extras 
vafatiom 

APHO- 
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APHORISM  IV. 

J0  #  ,  , 

“  In  a  reparation  of  the  dura  mater, 
**  the  extravafation  cannot  he  under  it 
€C  without  being  above.” 

|  .  .  .  .  .  -  »  .  .  .  f  , ;  .  r,  „  ‘ 

If  Mr,  Ingram  will  allow  that  the  pia 
mater  may  be  ruptured  by  diftention.,  and 
is  not  convinced  that  the  dura  mater  may 
loofe  its  attachment  from  inflammation, 
let  him  call  in  a  fecond  time  a  little  anato¬ 
mical  knowledge ,  and  read  attentively  Mr. 
Pott,  and  it  is  believed  he  will  then  wifli 
to  recall  his  aphorifms  of  which  is  given 
herein,  I  think,  a  fufficient  fpecimen,  to 
prevent  the  reader  the  mortification  of 
probing  more  of  them, 

t  *  *  f 

CASES. 

Morgagni,  on  the  caufes  and  feats  ofdif- 
eafes,  when  fpeaking  of  cafes  which 
proved  mortal  from  trifling  caufes,  or 
when  the  mifchief  was  confined  to  the 
fcalp  only  and  the  cranium  was  unhurt, 
amongft  a  number  of  cafes  relates  this. 
Letter  LI.  article  3. 

A  man  who  was  near  60  years  of  nge 
received  a  blow  with  a  flick,  a  little  above 
the  forehead  and  the  left  temple,  no  mor¬ 
bid 

1  *  *  * 
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bid  fymptoms  appearing  then,  or  on  the 
following  days,  fo  that  he  came  by  him- 
felf  every  day  to  the  hofpital  of  faint  Mary 
de  morte  at  Bologna,  where  the  ufual 
remedies  were  applied  to  his  wound, 
which  was  fuppofed  to  be  no  other  wife 
than  cutaneous,  and  of  no  importance  ; 
and  indeed  four  out  of  live  of  thefe  days 
he  continued  in  the  market  felling  chef- 
nuts,  according  to  his  ufual  cuftom  in  a 
very  cool  feafon  :  but  about  the  fixth 
day  his  wound  became  worfe,  and  a  fever, 
attended  with  a  coldnefs  and  rigor,  came 
on ;  and  this  returning  every  day  in  the 
fame  manner  without  any  other  fymptoms 
being  added,  than  a  flight  gangrene  of 
the  wounded  parts,  the  man  was  gradual¬ 
ly  carried  off  thereby. 

On  cutting  out  the  upper  part  of  the 
cranium,  no  iign  of  injury  could  be  ofa- 
ferved  on  that  bone,  even  upon  the  moil 
ftridt  examination  ;  yet  the  meninges 
were  found  to  be  famous,  and  fomewhat 
thickened  $  the  cerebrum  which  lay  be¬ 
neath  the  thickened  parts  of  the  me¬ 
ninges,  had  contracted  a  very  evident 
though  flight  injury,  for  externally  the 
fubftance  thereof  was  corrupted  to  the 
iize  of  a  fmall  vetch,  and  in  the  middle  it 
feemed  to  be  perforated  with  a  fmall  fora¬ 
men. 
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men,  which  together  with  the  corruption; 
did  not  defcend  lower  than  to  a  very  fmall 
depth. 


From  Mi**  POTT,  Case  37. 


•c  A  boy  between  three  and  four  years 
“  old,  the  fon  of  a  merchant  in  my  neigh- 
“  bourhood,  was  at  play  with  his  bro- 
<c  ther  on  a  bed,  and  fell  from  thence  on 
tc  a  foft  bedfide  carpet;  he  pitched  on 
his  head,  and  complained  of  being  lick 
and  giddy,  but  having  vomitted,  was 
foon  after  fo  well  that  no  further  no- 
“  tice  was  taken  of  his  fall ;  on  the 
“  fourth  day  from  this,  his  ficknefs  and 
“  giddinefs  returned,  Dr.  Lee  wras  fent 
“  for,  who  not  regarding  the  fall  as  hav- 
“  ing  any  fhare  in  his  complaint,  gave 
him  an  emetic,  and  ordered  him  fome 
<c  of  thofe  medicines  which  are  called 
“  nervous;  for  the  fpace  of  five  days 
‘c  from  this  time,  he  continued  to  be  now 
and  then  lick  and  giddy,  and  was  very 
unwilling  to  ftir  or  be  flirred ;  on  the 
“  1  ith  he  complained  he  could  not  fee, 
tfC  and  that  evening  had  a  fort  of  fit ;  on 
the  13th  his  right  arm  became  ufelefs  5 
<£  on  the  15th  he  could  not  ft  and,  from 

“  this 
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ce  th  is  evening  he  became  ftupid,  and  on 
“  the  eighteenth  expired. 

“  Between  the  dura  and  pia  mater  was 
a  confiderable  quantity  of  bloody  ferum 
“  about  the  bafis  of  the  brain.” 

•  i 

CASE  XXXVIII. 

“  A  woman  came  to  my  houfe  com- 
*c  plaining  that  her  hufband  had  kicked 
“  her  down  flairs,  and  had  broke  her 
V  fkull :  on  the  back  part  of  her  head 
<c  was  a  fmall  wound,  but  the  pericranium 
“  was  not  divided,  nor  was  there  any 
“  reafon  to  fuppofe  the  bone  to  be  hurt: 
€s  for  twelve  days  fhe  remained  without 
“  any  general  complaint,  but  on  the  thir- 
“  teenth  (he  began  to  be  giddy  and  dim- 
“  fighted. 

“  I  took  her  into  the  hofpital,  where 
€C  fhe  was  taken  all  poflible  care  of,  but 
fhe  became  firft  paralytic,  and  then  co- 
“  motofe,  and  fo  died.  The  ventricles  of 
“  the  brain  were  full  of  extravafated 
“  ferum,  and  near  the  origin  of  the  me- 
u  dulla  oblongata,  was  a  large  lump  of 
66  coagulated  blood. 


F. 
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Morgagni. — Letter  LI.  Art.  5* 

ec  A  young  man,  of  about  thirty  years 
f  of  age,  had  two  wounds  inflidted  by 
‘  cutting  inftruments ;  the  one  on  the 
(  left  fide  of  the  forehead,  the  other  op- 
‘  pofite  thereto,  as  it  were  in  the  occi- 
£  put.  He  had  a  vain  irritation  to  vo- 
‘  mit.  He  died  about  the  twenty-fifth 
£  day. 

“  In  differing  the  head,  nothing  was 
£  found,  either  internally  or  externally, 
‘  that  was  worthy  of  remark,  as  far  as 
‘  related  to  the  wound  of  the  occiput; 
‘  but  that  on  the  forehead  fhewed  a 
6  fanies  about  it,  betwixt  the  fkin  and 
‘  the  cranium,  which  in  that  part  had 
‘  eroded  the  pericranium  and  the  inter- 
<  nal  furface  of  the  fkin  itfelf,  like  a 
6  herpes  ex e dens,  and  had  in  fome  mea- 
‘  fure  feparated  the  anterior,  and  at  the 
‘  fame  time  fuperior  part  of  the  tem- 
£  poral  mufcle.  But  internally,  although 
‘  the  os  frontis  fhewed  no  more  marks  of 
c  injury  than  the  os  occipitis  did,  yet 
‘  betwixt  the  bone  and  the  dura  mater, 
c  there  was  a  fanies  to  the  quantity  of 
‘  two  drachms,  which  had  eroded  that 
‘  membrane.  And,  indeed,  on  the  right 

“  fide. 
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<(  fide,  under  the  upper  part  of  the  era- 
“  nium,  in  the  interfaces  of  the  blood- 
veffels  of  the  fame  membrane,  was 
“  found  a  matter  fimilar  to  fanies,  but 
“  thicker.  The  other  parts  within  the 
€f  cranium  were  in  a  natural  date.” 

In  both  thefe  cafes  of  Morgagni’s  death 
was  occalioned  by  blows,  without  imme¬ 
diate  injury  to  the  cranium  or  integu¬ 
ments  ;  notwithftanding  which,  fo  able, 
fo  experienced  an  anatomift  and  furgeon, 
did  not  in  the  lead  doubt  the  caufe,  and 
affigns  good  reafons  for  the  immediate 
bad  fymptoms  not  o fieri ng,  which  are 
thefe  in  his  own  words ^  “  You  will  afk 
“  me  in  the  next  place,  why  the  blood, 
*c  which  was  extravafated,  within  the 
€i  ikull,  did  not  begin  to  give  tokens  of 
“  its  effufion  immediately,  inftead  of 
beginning  fo  many  days  after?  Without 
doubt,  becaufe  very  frnall  drops,  diftil— 
iC  ling  from  a  fmall  vcifel  flowly  and  by 
t€  degrees,  could  not  arrive  to  fuch  a 
“  quantity  as  to  be  injurious  till  after 
iC  fome  days  had  palled,  and  at  the  fame 
€c  time  could  not  arrive  to  fuch  a  date  of 
(c  corruption  as  to  vitiate  the  meninges 
andbrain.” 

And  every  body  mud  allow  the  variety 
of  appearances  and  efforts  of  nature,  which 

F  2  different 
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different  parts  and  different  conffitutions 
will  afford,  particularly  with  regard  to 
the  fever  and  latent  violent  fymptoms.  I 
would  here  beg  the  reader  to  obferve  the 
fimilarity  of  effects,  and  I  would  choofe 
it  fliould  be  from  the  authority  of  fo  great 
an  author,  that  cenfure  may  not  be  laid 
on  an  anonymous  writer,  by  fuppofing  him 
'  capable  of  coining  what  might  fuit  his  pur- 
pofe.  The  plea  in  favour  of  the  defen¬ 
dants,  is,  Mr.  Clarke  had  a  fever,  and  no 
comatofe,  convullive  or  paralytic  affedti- 
ons  before  death  and  that  thefe  are  for 
ever  attendants  on  injuries,  when  the  fe¬ 
ver  arifes  from  extravafation  on  the  brain. 
But  this  too  may  vary  according  to  the 
length  of  time,  particularities  of  the  part 
wounded,  the  treatment,  and  dilpofition 
of  the  body  both  at  the  time  prefent  and 
afterwards.  But  for  fatisfadlion  let  this 
quotation  fuffice :  Morgagni,  fpeaking  of 
two  fimilar  accidents  (or  nearly  fo)  which 
had  not  limilar  appearances,  though  both 
fatal,  yet  at  different  fpaces,  lays,  — 
“  But  if  you  afk  me  why,  of  the  two 
<(  firit  whole  hiflories  I  have  written,  he 
*e  whom  the  fever  feized  the  fooneft  was 
€i  carried  of  by  no  diforder  befides  this , 
ce  but  he  who  was  feized  vCdth  a  fever 
**  later,  was  carried  off  by  fo  many  other 
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*e  very  violent  diforders  in  conjunction 
Kt  with  it;  many  reafons  may  be  given 
for  this  difference:  firft,  the  delay  it- 
<e  felf,  whereby  both  the  quantity  and 
“  depravity  of  the  extravafated  matter, 
“  although  latent  in  the  concodted  pus, 
<c  was,  without  doubt,  increafed ;  in  the 
“  fecond  place,  the  different  difpofition  of 
“  the  humours  andparts  in  different  bodies 
“  and  different  ages:  and,  finally,  thedif- 
€c  ferent  kind  of  violence  applied  by  the 
“  throwing  of  a  ftone,  and  by  the  blow  of 
flick.,> 

This  at  once  fufficiently  eftablifhes  that 
part  of  the  difpute. — To  proceed  fur¬ 
ther,  have  we  had  any  depofition  on  oath 
that  thefe  very  fatal  fymptoms  did  not 
exift?  We  know  fo  much  as  this,  that  Mr. 
Clarke  died  delirious,  and  had  Mr.  Brom- 
field  paid  a  proper  attention,  might  not 
he  have  difcovered  fome  other  charac- 
teriftic,  whereby  to  denote  that  the  deli¬ 
rium  was  different  from  what  commonly 
attends  inflammatory  fevers.  But  the 
fymptoms  are  not  in  difpute:  it  was  from 
the  prefent  appearance  of  things,  that 
Mr.  Foot  was  to  give  his  opinion.  He  was 
prudent  in  making  enquiry  into  the  fymp¬ 
toms,  and  I  am  fure  every  honeft  man 

will 
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will  allow  that  fuch  enquiry  ferved  to 
confirm,  rather  than  invalidate,  his  opi¬ 
nion,  as  it  mufl  have  done  every  one’s  elfe 
who  had  not  been  educated  under  that 
illuftrious  and  fage  preceptor,  Ingram , 
whofe  works  adorn  the  fhops  of  chandlers, 
Inftead  of  the  libraries  of  the  learned. 
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STRICTURES 

*■  .  _  ,s.  -  :  .  * 

UPON 

Mr.  BROMFIEL  D’s  Defence, 


FTER  the  many  calls  Mr.  Bro in¬ 
field  has  had  from  the  public  to 
vindicate  his  conduct  relative  to  the  affair 
of  Mr.  Clarke,  and  after  the  great  length 
of  time  he  has  taken  to  colled:  his  utmoft 
efforts,  the  difappointment  has  been  very- 
con  fiderable  to  his  friends,  to  find  his  de¬ 
fence  is  nothing  more  than  the  affidavits 
of  his  pupil  Mr.  Wren,  his  Son,  and  Mrs. 
Talbot,  which  are  fpun  to  a  great  length, 
and  contain  nothing  to  his  purpofe. 

Mr.  Bromfield’s  apologizing  by  the  want 
of  health  for  not  attempting  to  excul¬ 
pate  himfetf  fooner,  will  be  received  fa¬ 
vourably  while  we  coiifider  how  impor¬ 
tant  a  talk  it  is  for  him,  to  colled:  three 
fuch  affidavits,  which  to  be  fure  muff 
have  been  a  work  of  time,  and  might  have 

-  *•  proved 
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proved  too  much  for  a  confcious  man,  who 
is  in  an  ill  ftate  of  health. 

Mr.  Bromfield’s  fon’s,  and  Mr.  Wren’s 
affidavits,  purport  only  that  Mrs.  Talbot 
fent  to  Mr.  Bromfield  to  examine  the 
dead  body  of  Clarke.  His  anfwer  by  Mr. 
Wren  to  the  mdfenger  was,  that  his  ill  - 
nefs  prevented  his  going,  but  that  he 
would  fend  feme  body  for  that  purpofe. 
They  further  purport,  that  Mr.  Bromfield 
defired  Mr.  Wren  firft  to  afk  Mr.  Bay- 
ford,  furgeon,  or  if  he  was  abfent, 
Mr.  Underwood,  furgeon,  to  examine 
the  body. 

It  would  be  extremely  pleafmg  to  know 
whether  Mr.  Bromfield  did  not  immedi¬ 
ately  recall  this  command,  as  we  do  not 
find  that  either  Mr.  Bayford  or  Mr.  Un¬ 
derwood  ever  were  ajfked  to  attend.  It 
appears  probable,  that  Mr.  Bromfield  im¬ 
mediately  gave  this  counter  order,  when 
we  confider  his  fon  a  ftudent  in  furgery, 
and  his  pupil  a  young  man  not  void  of 
neceffary  curiofity,  both  of  them  in  health, 
and  but  a  little  diftance  from  that  part 
where  the  body  lay. 

Mrs.  Talbot’s  affidavit  purports  that 
Mr.  Bromfield  never  did  perfuade  her  to 
have  the  body  buried  without  infpeftion. 
This  we  may  allow,  as  Mr.  Bromfield’s 

health 
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health  prevented  his  feeing  Mrs.  Talbot. 
Bat  it  will  not  appear  fo  clear  that  Mr. 
Bromfield  had  no  emiffary  on  this  honour¬ 
able  employ:  indeed  it  is  evident  he  had 
from  the  depofition  of  Thomas  Bredal, 
taken  before  Mr.  Lane,  who  fays,  that 
the  aunt  declared  to  him  the  20th  of  De¬ 
cember  laft,  that  Mr.  Bromfield  had  re¬ 
commended  the  burial  of  the  body  with¬ 
out  the  trouble  of  infpeClion,  And  this 
is  not  the  only  witnefs. 

Why  was  Mr.  Bromfield  fo  defirous  of 
getting  Mr.  Foot's  paper,  purporting  that 
there  was  a  probability  of  Clarke's  life  hav¬ 
ing  been  faved  with  early  care  r — Had  Mr, 
Bromfield  a  conviction  of  the  innocence 
of  Balf  and  Macquirk?  If  he  had— how 
remarkably  did  his  humanity  appear! 

Why  did  not  Mr.  Bromfield  give  an 
anfwer  to  that  part  of  Mr.  Foot's  conver- 
fation  with  him,  wherein  he  faid,  he 
fuppofed  the  man  had  been  loft  through 
the  ignorance  of  the  apothecary  who  treated 
a  concuflion  of  the  brain  as  a  nervous 
fever?  Can  it  be  fuppofed— that  he  might 
not  give  farther  offence  to  Mr.  Starling? 

Was  it  generous  in  Mr.  Bromfield  to 
procure  the  depofition  of  Mr,  Wren,  weak 
as  it  is,  by  ftratagem  ? 
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As  a  proof  of  Mr.  Bromfield’s  honour  and 
ingenuity  in  his  profeffion,  let  the  follow¬ 
ing  heads  in  the  famous  cafe  between  him 
and  Aylett  determine. 


Windfor,  and 


Mr.  Howard  were  called  at  the  lame 


time  to  one  Mr.  Benwell  of  Eton,  on 
account  of  an  accident  which  he  had 
met  with  ;  — -  After  fome  time  it  was 
agreed  to  call  in  another  furgeon,  and 
Mr.  Aylett  wrote  to  Mr.  Bromfield, 
whom  he  took  to  be  his  friend,  to  be 
confulted  on  this  occafion.  The  deter¬ 
mination  of  this  meeting  was  the  taking 
off  Mr.  Benwcll’s  leg.  The  operation  was 
properly  the  bufinefs  of  Mr.  Howard.  But 
as  he  declined  it,  it  became  Mr.  Aylett’s, 
who  provided  his  own  apparatus  for  that 
purpofe  as  foon  as  he  could.  But!  to  his 
very  great  furprize,  he  found  Mr.  Brom¬ 
field  prepared  for  the  operation. 

It  may  be  neceffary  to  obferve,  that 
Mr.  Bromfield  was  called  in  as  a  corffult- 
ing  furgeon,  and  as  fuch  would  have  had  the 
ufual  fees :  But  could  he  have  fmuggled 
the  operation,  the  advantages  muft  have 
been  confiderable.  Mr.  Aylett  however, 
had  too  much  fenfe  and  fpirit  to  give  it 
up,  fo  that,  after  great  altercation,  it  was 
agreed  for  Mr.  Aylett  to  take  off  the 
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leg,  and  Mr.  Bromfield  to  take  up  the 
veffels.  After  this  the  care  of  the  patient 
ought  to  have  been  left  to  Mr.  Aylett. 
But  we  find  Mr.  Bromfield  left  his  ap¬ 
prentice,  againft  Mr.  Aylett’s  order,  with 
the  patient  all  night,  and  ordered  him 
medicines  without  the  privity  or  approba¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  Aylett,  and  took  the  further 
liberty  of  opening  and  dreffing  the  flump 
in  his  abfence:  By  which  means  Mr.  Ay¬ 
lett  was  difcharp-ed  from  attendance  on  his 

O  ' 

own  patient.  This  ungentleman-like  beha¬ 
viour  fo  juftly  raifed  Mr.  Aylett’s  refent- 
ment,  thathe  infilled  upon  fatisfadtion.  Af¬ 
ter  many  letters  hadpaffed,and  much  alter¬ 
cation,  Mr.  Bromfield  alked  Mr.  Aylett’s 
pardon  before  feveralof  his  friends,  promif- 
ing  him  his  affiftance  to  bring  him  to  the 
bufinefs  of  the  fame  family,  from  which 
he  had  been  the  inftrument  of  removing^ 
him,  and  figned  the  following  paper  : 

COPT. 

“  I  acknowledge  that  my  condudl  to- 
wards  Mr.  Aylett,  relative  to  fome  ef~ 
fential  forms  of  bufinefs,  was  irregular, 
“  and  that  I  did  not  thereby  intend  him 
“  the  lead:  injury  or  affront. 

G  2  J  That 
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6(  That  I  had  no  pretenfions  to  take  oft 
“  Mr.  Benwell’s  leg,  on  the  foie  depu- 
“  tation  of  Mr.  Howard,  without  Mr  . 
“  Aylett’s  concurrence,  nor  ought  any 
€(  medicines  to  have  been  given  without 
“  his  approbation. 

“  That  I  ought  not  to  have  dreffed  the 
“  ftump,  the  firft  time,  without  Mr. 
t(  Aylett’s  being  prefent,  as  I  find  he  kept 
i€  himfelf  in  waiting  for  that  purpofe  ; 
“  for  all  which  I  afk  his  pardon. 

W.  Bromfield. 

Eton,  June  io,  1759, 

9 

If  the  reader  is  farther  curious  in  this 
particular,  I  refer  him  to  the  cafe  pub- 
lifhed  by  Dodfley  in  Pall-mall,  in  the 
year  1759,  by  Mr.  Aylett  himfelf. 

Weak  are  the  efforts  of  a  pen  in  a 
caufe  fo  clear  as  this  is,  while  it  endea¬ 
vours  to  lay  down  fuch  rules  as  bear  evi¬ 
dent  proofs  of  their  own  deficiency :  and 
happy  (it  is  feared)  would  it  be  for  a  fet 
of  defperate,  inhuman,  and  malignant 
men,  could  they  poffibly  perfuade  the 
world,  in  this  more  than  Angular  cafe, 
that  what  they  have  done  is  right,  diverted 
of  every  art  or  chicane.  But  though  their 
endeavours,  which  have  been  forcible, 
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were  poured  upon  the  people  in  torrents, 
through  duped  and  biafied  men,  miferable 
would  it  be  for  this  kingdom,  as  a  gene¬ 
rous  and  free  people,  to  ftoop  their  (boul¬ 
ders  to  fuch  execrable  loads.  The  people 
in  general  are  not  thus  to  be  impofed 
upon  :  they  ftruggle  bravely  when  once 
they  ftand  up  in  defence  of  their  rights 
and  underftandings  againfi  minifterial  in- 
croachments.  The  prefent  thought  arifes 
from  a  fenfe  that,  in  this  cafe,  there 
fhould  be  men  of  interefr  and  zeal  enough 
to  fpread  a  doubt  in  the  mind  of  one  of 
the  Beft  of  Kings,  from  the  opinion  of  ten 
men,  who  made  their  report,  without  any 
public  reafon  affigned,  different  to  that  of  a 
whole  court  of  juftice,  and  many  gentle- 
•  men  of  the  faculty. 

No  part  of  Mr,  Foot’s  teftimony  at  the 
Old  Bailey,  or  judgment  before  the  exa¬ 
miners,  hath  been  refuted.  He  is  not 
)  faid  to  be  miftaken  ;  and  though  Mr.  In¬ 
gram  affedts  a  tendernefs  for  Mr.  Foot’s 
genius,  which  he  allows  to  be  a  blooming 
one ,  it  would  have  been  more  pleafing, 
had  the  redtitude  of  his  fubjedt  furnifhed 
him  with  materials  for  proving  that 
Mr.  Foot’s  judgment  was  diametrically 
erroneous;  which,  as  it  has  not,  the  pub¬ 
lic  are  more  enfiamed  with  the  attempt, 

as 
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as  many  think  that  Mr.  Ingram’s  honefly, 
and  not  ability,  ought  to  have  induced 
him  to  have  been  dormant  on  the  occa- 
fion,  and  not,  like  gulls  of  foul  air,  fo  dar¬ 
ingly  have  blown  up  the  coals  of— op- 
preffion. 

It  is  difagreeable  to  be  obliged  to 
fay  fo  much  of  Mr.  Ingram’s  pamphlet  as 
I  have  :  but  while  a  whole  country 
is  open-mouthed  upon  the  matter,  ’tis 
thought  the  more  juftifiable ;  and  it  is 
hoped  will  prevent  any  apology  for 
it. 

Had  his  Gracious  Majefty,  out  of  his 
wonted  mercy  and  humanity,  been  lead 
to  have  pardoned  thefe  culprits,  from  a 
confideration  that  they  were  a  part  of  a 
riotous  aflembly,  and  that  the  whole  af- 
fembly  were  equally  liable  to  punifhment, 
had  they  all  been  apprehended  as  accef- 
faries,  it  would  have  been  received  with 
greater  fatisfadlion  than  thofe  doubts, 
which  are  too  great  to  pafs  unnoticed. 

God  forbid  that  Mr.  Ingram  fhould  be 
at  all  lelfened  in  the,  efteem  of  his  friends 
on  the  occafion,  hnce  his  years  as  a  man 
in  the  winter  of  his  life ,  and  experience, 
as  a  man  of  fertile  genius ,  entitle  him 
to  fome  notice. 
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It  is  fuppofed  that  had  thefe  unhappy 
wretches  ( B .  and  M.)  been  detedled  on  the 
other  fide  of faction,  they  would,  probably, 
have  fuffered  in  the  firft  inftance;  andfooner, 
it  is  believed,  to  ftrike  a  terror  into  every 
man  who  was  an  opponent  to  the  meafures 
of  government. — And  it  is  indeed  very 
much  queftioned  whether  Mr.  Ingram 
would  have  indulged  a  thought  of  ad- 
dr  effing  himfelf  to  the  public,  had  it  not 
been  a  political  affair ;  though  it  had  been 
great  to  have  done  it  more  for  the  fake  of 
exculpating;  or  rather  remitting  the  fen- 
tence  (though  univerfally  fatisfailory  in 
law)  of  two  accuftomed  rioters. 

’Tis  Truly  alarming  that  the  examining 
furgeons,  who  were  convoked  upon  fo 
folemn  an  occaflon,  fhpuld  have  loft  fight  of 
fo  much  reafon,  or  rather  that  they  fhould 
be  fo  regardlefs  of  the  refult  of  their 
conduit,  by  not  maturely  confidering 
what  the  reft  of  the  faculty  and  mankind 
in  general  would  think  of  them,  if  they 
ailed  irrationally ;  and  that,  as  men  of 
allowed  abilities  in  their  profeffion  (fome 
of  them  no  lefs  remarkable  for  their 
good  deportment  in  life,  than  efteemed 
for  their  great  honour  and  integrity  (they 
fhould  be  fo  very  unguarded  (if  not  in¬ 
fluenced)  as  flagrantly  to  pollute  their 

unim- 
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unimpeached  judgments ;  and  more  parti¬ 
cularly,  that  a  member  of  that  body,  who 
has  wrote,  with  more  accuracy  and  truth, 
upon  wounds  of  the  head,  and  its  confe- 
quences,  than  any  man  before  him  (for 
which  he  mud  be  revered)  fhould  coin¬ 
cide  with  the  remaining  part  of  fuch 
body,  in  a  cafe  which  he  himfelf  hath  fo 
clearly  exemplified.  .His  defcription  of 
Similar  cafes  to  that  of  Clarke’s  are  re¬ 
peatedly,  through  his  book,  very  much 
the  fame  with  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  Foot,  .both  with  refpedt  to  fymp- 
toms  whilft  living,  and  upon  examination 
after  death.  To  corroborate  which  it  was 
thought  right  to  tranfcribe  a  cafe  or  two 
from  his  woik,  and  to  join  with  them 
feme  few  others  from  undoubted  autho¬ 
rity. 

Farther  remonftrance  than  is  abfolutely 
neceffary,  may  be  attended  with  prolixity. 
And  as  concilenefs  is  faid  to  be  the  mother 
of  certainty,  it  would  be  needlefs  to  ani¬ 
madvert  too  much  upon  the  prefent  fub- 
jedt. 

Where  fincerity  dwells  apologies  ceafe; 
fo  where  doubts  are  abfent,  fadts  mud 
prevail  In  this  there  needs  little  to  fup- 
port  them  :  they  are  carefully  ftated,  and 
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that  with  very  different  motives  than  to 
fport  with  the  judgment  of  the  reader. 

To  conclude  :  The  author  of  this  Dif- 
Jeciion  wifhes  that  the  public  in  ge¬ 
neral,  for  whole  fake  it  was  written, 
and  whom  he  would  by  no  means  know¬ 
ingly  miflead,  will  give  it  an  impartial 
per ufal .—Indulged  with  this,  he  fhall  to¬ 
tally  difregard  whatever  cenfures  may  be 
paffed  upon  it  by  any  tools  of  power,  or 
the  formidable  authors  of  a  Review, 
whofe  fruitful  talents  generally  lead  them 
to  explode  what  they  do  not  endeavour  to 
under  ftand. 
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